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Department of ‘ @

Environmental Protection

Lswton Chare Twin Towers Bulding Virginia B, Wetherefl
Governey - 3000 Walr Brers Rowd Seorotary
Tellshases, Heride 33309-2400

rcbruaxy 5, 1997

CERTINIXED MALL
RETURN_RECEIRT_REQUEGIER

Commanding officer

Mr. Mark Davidson, Code 1879
SOUIHNAVFACENGCON .

Post Office Box 190010

North Charleston, BC 29419-9010

RE: Dratt Peasibility study, Operable Unit 3, Sites 7 and 8,
Naval Alr Station Cecil Field Florida.

Dear Nr. Davidson:

Mr. Grey Brown, P.E. and I have corpleted ths technical
review of the Draft Feasibility Btudy, dated Daocambay 1996
(xecelved Decenber 27, 1996) submitted for the above-referenced
facility. Attached is a Nsnorandum from Mr. Brown, who states
that the document is adogquate for its intent. However his
corments and those listed below should be adequately addressed
before this doounent is resubmitted as Final.

1. rage a-4, Section 2,4, the original lead aatection of
178,000, mg/kg oan not ba aliminated from the risk
assessnent and the feasibility study.

2. > - , the BCT hug and will
_always opt for unrestricted land use as a cleanup option, if
reasonable.

3. » the BCT bam determined that if FOKP

Soil Cleanup Goals {6CG)are sxceeded sither cleanup of '
surface soil will take place or institutional oontrols will

be placed on the Site. Howvever, our prsfarence is to

determine if a surgical removal of contaminated soil will

give the B8ite unrestricted land use, thersby eliminating the
institutional control and anabling the S8ite to go No Further

Action.

5. page 3~13, Tablp J-5, arc tho unites prosanted in thig table
oorrect? Unjts for soil should slways be presanted in
ng/kg. .

*Protect, Conserve and Manage Flerida's Ewvironment and Noturol Resources®
Privesel sw ropelond ponr.



Mr. Mark Davidson
Paga Tvwo
February 5, 199%7

S. Pags J-17, Takle 3-7, TEL and PCL should be removed from the
Range of Reporting Limits column.

€, znsn_1~2§4_£snrinn“3.3‘atﬂllt_nnxlaxnnh. eince a background
value for beryllium has not been established. An
inastitutional control will need to implemented because of
the axcesdancs of the Residential SCG.

7e Page _4-), Sscotion 4.1, a 5~foot by 5-foot mrea around sach
sample should not be assumsd for excavation. The horizontal
extent of bento(a)pyrene contamination should first be
delinvated by collection of additional surface soil sazples
north, south, east, and weet of CF78610 and CF7&51a.,

8. Page S5-3, Section $.1.1.,, the sstimate of surface soil to be
excavated may by underestimated bamad on Comment 7.

9. Rage 5-%2, Table 3-2, sée Greg Brown Comment 4.

10, Rlgures 5-2 and %-3, the BCT sbould address the need for a
source ares monitoring point to collect natural attonuation
paranoters, upqradi.nt ot CF8Mw108.

11, Pags_5-=16, tbe roa-ibility study and ROD ghould incolude the
immediate restrictions on the consumption of groundwater
through an institutional ocontrol.

12. Page 5-21, Tahlm 5-4, one of tha reasons I have been plushing
for s Generic Health a Safety Plan is to aveid the
preparation of site specific Health and sarety Planc.

If you have any concerns regarding this letter, please
contact me at (904) 921-9991.

Sincerely,

Nichaal J. D.li" P.G.
Renedial Project Manmger

CC: Pat Kingocade, FDEP OGC/Natural Resource Trustee
Satish Xastury, FDEP
Ashwin Patel, ¥DEP Northeast District
Debbie Vauqhn-ﬂxight USEPA ~ Atlanta
levis shields, city of Jacksonville
David Porter, SOUTHNAVFACENGOON

Inclosure (1)

738 JCC BSN

Priwed on regyoied poper. '
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Mlke Deliz, P.G., Remgdial Projeoct Nanager,
Technical Review Section

THROUGH Tin Bahr, P.G., Supsrvisor, Technicsl Reviaw Boctionj{

FRON3 Greg Brown, P.B., Professional Engineer II, \
Technical Reviaw saption
DATE: January 9, 1997

SUBJIBCT: Dratt Feasibility study for Operadle uUnit 3, NAS

Cecil rield, Jackscopville, FL.
I revieved the subject document dated December 1996

(recaivod Docermber 27, 1996). I have the following comments that
you and your team should consider:

1.

Section 3.0; Is tbe ELCR the average or reasonable peximum
actipate of risk? If it ie the avarage, is tha BCT
comrortable with tbat? ror axampls, are thars
ungquantifiable factors not sxpliocit in the P8 that Jjustify
the use of the averags risk sstinmats for risk mansgement
decisions? '

gection 3.0; Tables 3-5, and perhaps others, This table
raports units as n»g/kxg. The values in the '"Renge of
Reporting Limits," however, do not appsar to be consistent
with these units and may b? a few decinmal pointws off.

fection 4.2; Should tha t&asibility of natural attenuation
be deternined before the final selection of remedy is nade?

Table 5-2) Site 7, Alternative 1. Warkplan praparation is

estimated at 412,500 while Total Direct Cost ranges from

$14,500 to $25,400. Is the planning affort excsssive for
tho propogod ramedy? .

Section 5.0; The preferred remedy suggests an escalation of
institutional controls as a contingency i€ natural
attenuation is a fajlurs. This doas not appear adequats.
The Navy should compare the life-oycle costs of
institutional controls, long-term nonitoring, and natural-
resource loss wWith an active restoration alternative to
Justify contingencies for natural attenuation fallure.

Pleasa call me if you hav.:quostionl.
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